Sociological theory: an introduction to Functionalism by Milton, Damian
Kent Academic Repository
Full text document (pdf)
Copyright & reuse
Content in the Kent Academic Repository is made available for research purposes. Unless otherwise stated all
content is protected by copyright and in the absence of an open licence (eg Creative Commons), permissions 
for further reuse of content should be sought from the publisher, author or other copyright holder. 
Versions of research
The version in the Kent Academic Repository may differ from the final published version. 
Users are advised to check http://kar.kent.ac.uk for the status of the paper. Users should always cite the 
published version of record.
Enquiries
For any further enquiries regarding the licence status of this document, please contact: 
researchsupport@kent.ac.uk
If you believe this document infringes copyright then please contact the KAR admin team with the take-down 
information provided at http://kar.kent.ac.uk/contact.html
Citation for published version
Milton, Damian  (2007) Sociological theory: an introduction to Functionalism.   N/A.    (Unpublished)
DOI




Sociological Theory: An Introduction to Functionalism 
 
By Damian E M Milton 
 
 
KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞĞĂƌůŝĞƐƚƐŽĐŝŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ‘ƉĞƌƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ ? ?ŽƌƚŚĞŽƌŝ Ɛ ?ǁĂƐĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞǁŽƌŬŽĨ
Emile Durkheim.  His theories are considered to be the first major works in now what is 
considered Functionalism, a term made popular by an American theorist called Talcott 
Parsons in the early-mid 20
th
 century.  Durkheim was influenced by the Enlightenment 
ƉŚŝůŽƐŽƉŚĞƌƐ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƵŐƵƐƚĞ ŽŵƚĞ ?  dŚĞ  ‘ŶůŝŐŚƚĞŶŵĞŶƚ ? ŝƐ Ă ƚĞƌŵ ƵƐĞĚ ƚŽ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞ a 
period in time in Western thought where science was taking power away from religion as a 
means of explaining life.  This spurred on theorists to talk of human rights and democracy 
amongst other ideas.  Comte as a philosopher decided to apply the logic and methods of 
ƐĐŝĞŶĐĞƚŽƚŚĞƐƚƵĚǇŽĨŚƵŵĂŶƐŽĐŝĞƚŝĞƐ ?ĂŶĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚŬŶŽǁŶĂƐ ‘WŽƐŝƚŝǀŝƐŵ ? W meaning that 
the methods of science can be positively applied to the social sciences and facts about 
ŚƵŵĂŶůŝĨĞĐĂŶďĞĂƐĐĞƌƚĂŝŶĞĚ ? ?,ĞĐĂůůĞĚƚŚŝƐƐƚƵĚǇŽĨŚƵŵĂŶůŝĨĞ ‘^ŽĐŝŽůŽŐǇ ?ĂŶĚƐŽǁĂƐƚŚĞ
first to use the term (in this sense anyway!) ? ƵƌŬŚĞŝŵ ?ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŽŶ ŝŶŽŵƚĞ ?ƐĨŽŽƚƐƚĞƉƐ
also believed that a positivist / scientific approach could be applied to studying human 
societies and attempted (successfully) to establish Sociology as an academic discipline across 
Europe.  Although his theories did become highly criticised from other sociological 
ƉĞƌƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ ? ƚŚĞǇ ƌĞŵĂŝŶ ǀĞƌǇ ŝŶĨůƵĞŶƚŝĂů ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĨŝĞůĚ ŽĨ  ‘ĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ? ƚŚĞŽƌŝĞƐ  ?ĞǆƉůĂŝŶĞĚ
below) in general, particularly Functionalism. 
 
          
 
Auguste Comte      Emile Durkheim        Talcott Parsons 
 
 
Functionalism takes a structural (or systems) approach to the study of human societies.  This 
means that they see society as ĂŶŽƌŐĂŶŝƐĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵŽĨŝŶƚĞƌƌĞůĂƚĞĚƉĂƌƚƐŽƌ ‘ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ ?ƐƵĐŚ
as institutions (e.g. Education, the nuclear family), this system of institutions (or structures) 
work together to form the society as a whole.  Durkheim argued that all these parts must 
work efficiently and effectively so that society remains stable.  Durkheim believed that he 
could apply positivist scientific methods to study how these parts work together as a system, 
ŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĨŝŐƵƌĞŽƵƚŚŽǁƐŽĐŝĞƚǇĂƐĂǁŚŽůĞ ‘ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶƐ ? ?ĂŶĚƚŚĞ ‘ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶ ?ŽƌƌŽůĞƚŚĂƚĞĂĐŚ
ŽĨƚŚĞƉĂƌƚƐƉůĂǇĞĚŝŶŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐĂŶĚƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŶŐĂ  ‘ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ?ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ? Hence, this is why 
ƵƌŬŚĞŝŵŝƐŽĨƚĞŶĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚƚŚĞĨŽƵŶĚŝŶŐĨĂƚŚĞƌŽĨ ‘&ƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůŝƐŵ ? ? 
 
Durkheim borrowed an idea from Comte in his perception of how society worked, in 
comparing society to a living organism (such as the human body).  In this theory he argued 
that the institutions of society depend upon each other to maintain the stability of the 
whole society, in much the same way the organs of an organism depend on each other to 






the smooth running of ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇĂƐĂǁŚŽůĞ ?KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐďĞŝŶŐƚŽǁĂƌĚƐ ‘ƐŽĐŝĂů
ŽƌĚĞƌ ? ?ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚǁŚŝĐŚƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ?ĂĐĐŽƌĚŝŶŐƚŽĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůŝƐƚƐ ?ǁŽƵůĚĐŽůůĂƉƐĞ.  For functionalists 
social order is maintained by co-ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƵŶŝƚǇĂŵŽŶŐƐƚĂƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ?ƐŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůŵĞŵďĞƌs.  
ƵƌŬŚĞŝŵĐĂůůĞĚƚŚŝƐƚŚĞ ‘collective consciousness ? ?ŵĞĂŶŝŶŐĂĐŽůůĞĐƚŝǀĞǁĂǇŽĨƚŚŝŶŬŝŶŐĂŶĚ
ĂĐƚŝŶŐ ?WĂƌƐŽŶƐ ?ĐŽŝŶĞĚƚŚĞƉŚƌĂƐĞ: ƚŚĞ ‘ǀĂůƵĞĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ?ƚŽĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƚŚĞŶĞĞĚĨŽƌƐŽĐŝĞƚŝĞƐ
to have a common set of beliefs and principles to work with and towards, a consensus 
meaning a general agreement or sharing of ideas.  This is why Functionalism (along with the 
ůĂƚĞƌ ƚŚĞŽƌŝĞƐ ŽĨ  ‘WůƵƌĂůŝƐŵ ? ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ  ‘EĞǁ ZŝŐŚƚ ? ? ŝƐ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ Ă  ‘ĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ƚŚĞŽƌǇ ? ?  
consensus theory is based on the idea that society is dependent upon the mutual co-
operation of its members. 
 
&ƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůŝƐƚƐ ĂƌŐƵĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ŽĨ ǀĂůƵĞƐ ŝƐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ  ‘ƐŽĐŝĂůŝƐĂƚŝŽŶ ? ?
Socialisation means the process by which individuals learn the norms and values of their 
given culture.  Thus, the Family as an institution is seen by functionalists as vital for providing 








Consists of interrelated parts 
(institutions) 
 
Each part (institution) has its own 
individual but interrelated function to 
perform in maintaining stability and 
survival of the system as a whole 
 
 








Consists of interrelated parts (organs) 
 
 
Each part (organ) has its own 
individual but interrelated function to 
perform in maintaining the health of 
the whole living organism 
 
 
Each organ depends on the other to 
function properly 
According to Durkheim, human behaviour is constrained by the system of structures and 
 ‘ƐŽĐŝĂůĨĂĐƚƐ ? ? ‘ƐŽĐŝĂůĨĂĐƚ ?ŝƐƌĞĨĞƌƌŝŶŐƚŽƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐŝŶƐŽĐŝĞƚǇƚŚĂƚŚĂƐĂŶĞǆŝƐƚĞŶĐĞŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ
of any one individual, that exerts power over an individual and impels them to act in 
accordance with the social expectations of society.  Social facts include institutions, belief 
structures, customs, conventions, morals, rules, norms and values of any given society.  
Although they have an existence outside of any one individual, they become internalised by 
individuals in the socialisation process and become part of their consciousness  W hence the 
phrase the collective consciousness being used by Durkheim to explain how a functional 
society is possible.  Constraint, control and regulation of peoples individual desires by the 
collective value system is seen as necessary to ensure the survival of that society.  Otherwise 
people would pull in different directions and pursue their own interests, resulting in social 
conflict and disorder, rather than harmony and unity (this idea is reminiscent of the 
philosophy of Thomas Hobbes and that how human beings without the stability of civil 
ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇǁŽƵůĚĨĂůůŝŶƚŽĂǀŝŽůĞŶƚ ‘ƐƚĂƚĞŽĨŶĂƚƵƌĞ ? W this philosophy is also shown in the story 
 ‘>ŽƌĚŽĨƚŚĞ&ůŝĞƐ ? ?.  In other words, people are controlled and regulated by institutions for 
their own good and for the good of society as a whole.  A good example, that could be used 
to support Durkheim (potentially?), of a society where the institutional control has broken 
down and led to  ‘chaos ?, would be contemporary Iraqi society. 
 
Durkheim attempted to establish Sociology as an academic discipline in Europe in the late 
19
th
 Century and so decided to apply his theories and scientific methods to an aspect of 
social behaviour largely considered to be a very individualistic act: Suicide.  Durkheim (1897) 
tried to show how suicide could be considered a social fact, dependant on other social facts.  
Durkheim studied suicide rates and coroner reports across Europe over a lengthy period of 
time and then looked at the statistical differences in suicide rates between different social 
groupings.  He did not ask anyone their opinions (i.e. people who had attempted suicide), 
instead he attempted to scientifically (and objectively) interpret the statistical differences 
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ ƵƐŝŶŐ ĞǆƉůĂŶĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ  ‘ƐŽĐŝĂů ĨĂĐƚƐ ?.  In his research he found many 
consistent trends, for example: married people were less likely to commit suicide than 
divorced or single people, Jewish people were less likely than Christians, who were less likely 
than Atheists, etc.  He found that in times of War the suicide rate went down, whilst in times 
of economic recession and boom the suicide rate went up.  Durkheim interpreted these 
findings using two aspects of social life that could affect the behaviour of an individual to the 
extent that they would take their own life.  Firstly, the amount of integration an individual 
had into society and the collective consciousness, and secondly, the related idea of the 
amount of moral regulation the individual has to abide by social rules and norms (interesting 
if one relates this theory to the field of autism...).  Early or primitive societies could lead to 
excessive integration, to the point where an individual will willingly give there life to the will 
ŽĨ ƚŚĞĐŽůůĞĐƚŝǀĞ  ?Ğ ?Ő ?<ĂŵŝŬĂǌĞƉŝůŽƚƐ ?ŬŶŽǁŶĂƐ  ‘ĂůƚƌƵŝƐƚŝĐ ƐƵŝĐŝĚĞ ?ŽƌƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇĞǆĐĞƐƐŝǀĞ
regulation to the point where an individual has no control over their fate leading to a 
 ‘ĨĂƚĂůŝƐƚŝĐƐƵŝĐŝĚĞ ? ?Ğ ?Ő ?ƚŚĞŚŝŐŚƐƵŝĐŝĚĞƌĂƚĞĂŵŽŶŐƐƚƐůĂǀĞƐĂŶĚƉƌŝƐŽŶĞƌƐ ? ?DŽƌĞůŝŬĞůǇŝŶĂ
complex modern society however were the opposite ends of these spectrums: too little 
ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚŝŽŶ ?ůĞĂĚŝŶŐƚŽ ‘ĞŐŽŝƐƚŝĐƐƵŝĐŝĚĞ ? ?ŽƌƚŽŽůŝƚƚůĞŵŽƌĂůƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ?ůĞĂĚŝŶŐƚŽĂŶ ‘ĂŶŽŵŝĐ
ƐƵŝĐŝĚĞ ? ? ? dŚĞƐĞ ůĂƐƚƚǁŽƚǇƉĞƐĐŽŵĞĨƌŽŵƚŚĞ ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůŶŽƚďĞŝŶŐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨ ƚŚĞĐŽůůĞĐƚŝǀĞ
consciousness.  The second type coming from a lack of regulation and thus socialisation into 
ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌŵƐ ĂŶĚǀĂůƵĞƐŽĨ ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ? ůĞĂĚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŝŶĞǀŝƚĂďůĞ  ‘ĚĞǀŝĂŶƚ ? ďĞŚĂǀŝŽƵƌ  ?ĚĞǀŝĂƚŝŶŐ ĂǁĂǇ
from the social norm) ĂŶĚ Ă ƐĞŶƐĞ ŽĨ  ‘ŶŽƌŵůĞƐƐŶĞƐƐ ? ?  dŚŝƐ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƵƌŬŚĞŝŵ ƚĞƌmed 
 ‘ŶŽŵŝĞ ? ?
 
ĐĐŽƌĚŝŶŐƚŽƵƌŬŚĞŝŵ ?ƚŽŽŵƵĐŚŽƌƚŽŽůŝƚƚůĞŽĨƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐƐĞĞŵƐƚŽďĞůŝŬĞĂ ‘ƐŝĐŬŶĞƐƐ ?ŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ‘ƐŽĐŝĂůďŽĚǇ ?ĂŶĚƚŚĂƚƐŽĐŝĞƚǇŝƐŵŽƌĞĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůǁŚĞŶŝ ďĂůĂŶĐĞ ?ŽƌĂƐWĂƌƐŽŶƐ ?ĐĂůůĞĚŝƚ P
 ‘ĞƋƵŝůŝďƌŝƵŵ ? ? ?dŚŝƐ ůĞĚƐŽŵĞĐƌŝƚŝĐƐ  ?ŶĂŵĞůǇŽŶĨůict theorists  W see later lessons) to argue 
that Durkheim and later Functionalists were not being scientific and objective, as they were 
ďŝĂƐĞĚ ƚŽǁĂƌĚƐ Ă ĐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂƚŝǀĞ ƉŽůŝƚŝĐĂů ǀŝĞǁŽĨ  ‘ĞǀĞƌǇƚŚŝŶŐ ŝŶ ŵŽĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ? ĂŶĚ ĨŽƌ ƉůĂǇŝŶŐ
into the hands of those who were already powerful in society, as they were the ones who 
defined what was and was not  ‘functional ? and therefore could use functionalist ideas to 
support unequal power relationships in society.  Other theorists (Interpretivists  W also see 
later lessons) argued that people were not the puppets of the social system, but the creators 
















Later Developments of Functionalist Theory: 
 
Although Functionalism originated with the work of Comte and Durkheim, who were French 
theorists working in Europe in the 19
th
 century, it became popular in America during the 20
th
 
ĐĞŶƚƵƌǇĚƵĞƚŽƚŚĞǁŽƌŬŽĨdĂůĐŽƚƚWĂƌƐŽŶƐ ?ǁŚŽĐŽŝŶĞĚƚŚĞƉŚƌĂƐĞƐ P ‘ƚŚĞǀĂůƵĞĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ? ?
 ‘ĞƋƵŝůŝďƌŝƵŵ ŝŶ ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ? ĂŶĚ  ‘ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůŝƐŵ ? ? Ăůů ŽĨ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ƵƐĞĚ ďǇ
functionalists to describe society ever since.  Parsons applied the ideas of Functionalism to a 
wide range of topics including the family, inequality in society and the role of the sick person 
ǁŝƚŚŝŶƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ?,ĞĂůƐŽĂĚĚĞĚĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƐƚŽƚŚŽƐĞŽĨƵƌŬŚĞŝŵ ?Ɛ ?&ŽƌŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞ ?ŚĞĂƌgued that 
before a functional society was possible, certain basic requirements needed to be met, these 
ŚĞ ĐĂůůĞĚ  ‘ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ƉƌĞƌĞƋƵŝƐŝƚĞƐ ?  ?ƉƌĞ ŵĞĂŶŝŶŐ ďĞĨŽƌĞŚĂŶĚ ? ?  WĂƌƐŽŶƐ ĂƌŐƵĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞƌĞ
were four main prerequisites: Adaptation, Goal Attainment, Integration and Pattern 
Maintenance.  Adaptation refers to the need for society to adapt to its environment.  For 
ĞǆĂŵƉůĞ ? ŝĨ ƚŚĞ  ‘ŐůŽďĂů ? ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ƚŽĚĂǇ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ĂĚĂƉƚ ƚŽ ŐůŽďĂů ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ ? ƚŚĞƌĞ ŵĂǇ ďĞ
disastrous consequences for all societies.  Goal attainment refers to the need for society to 
set cultural goals and to have a common purpose.  Integration refers to the need for 
ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨ ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ƚŽďĞ ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚĞĚ ŝŶƚŽƚŚĞǀĂůƵĞĐŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ? WĂƌƐŽŶƐ ?ĂƌŐƵĞƐ
however, that people will not always abide by the rules, so therefore law and order is 
needed to keep integration possible, by punishing deviance and by reintegrating people back 
into the norms and values of society.  Pattern maintenance refers to the need in society to 
keep norms and values into a funĐƚŝŽŶĂů ‘ĞƋƵŝůŝďƌŝƵŵ ?ŽƌďĂůĂŶĐĞ ?WĂƌƐŽŶƐĂƌŐƵĞƐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞ
are temporary frictions and conflicts in society, yet a functional society will quickly redress 
this balance to go back into a state of equilibrium (Žƌ  ?EŽƌŵĂůŝƐĂƚŝŽŶ ? ? ? ? ?).  Parsons argues 
that institutions such as the Family and Education are essential in maintaining consistent 
patterns of norms and values from one generation to the next (and social institutions more 
generally  ? ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƌŽůĞŽĨĂŽĐƚŽƌĂƐ ?ŐĂƚĞŬĞĞƉĞƌ ?ŝŶ ?ĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƚŚĞƉĂssive patient sick 
ƌŽůĞ ?). 
 
The functionalist ideas of Durkheim and Parsons came under much criticism (as mentioned 
earlier), this led one prominent functionalist to develop the theory further to try and answer 




    Robert K. Merton 
 
Merton disagreed with some of the points made by Durkheim and Parsons.  He argued that 
institutions not only provided functions for society, yet also dysfunctions (like a virus in the 
social body) or even non-functions (no positive or negative effect).  This meant that within a 
ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ? ŶŽƚ Ăůů ŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƐĞĞŶ ĂƐ ‘ŝŶĚŝƐƉĞŶƐĂďůĞ ? ?  /ŶƐƚĞĂĚ ? ƐŽŵĞ
institutions may be more dysfunctional than functional and thus potentially disposed of and 
replaced by more functional institutions.  An example of this logic being applied can be seen 
when looking at prisons as a social institution.  Durkheim and Parsons would analyse prisons 
by looking at the positive contribution (function) provided by them for society, e.g. making 
citizens feel safer and rehabilitating offenders back to the  ‘value consensus ?.  Merton on the 
other hand would analyse there positive and negative aspects and look to see if prisons 
could be replaced by a more functional institution that could perform the same functions 
more efficiently.  The earlier functionalists were often accused of seeing society through 
 ‘ƌŽƐĞ-ƚŝŶƚĞĚƐƉĞĐƚĂĐůĞƐ ? ?ǇĞƚƚŚŝƐĐƌŝƚŝĐŝƐŵĐŽƵůĚŶŽƚďĞƐŽĞĂƐŝůǇŵĂĚĞŽĨDĞƌƚŽŶ ? 
 
DĞƌƚŽŶ ?ƐŝĚĞĂƐďĞĐĂŵĞǀĞƌǇŝŶĨůƵĞŶƚŝĂůŽŶƚǁŽŶĞǁĞƌƉĞƌƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƐŽĐŝŽůŽŐǇ ?ŶĂŵĞůǇ
Pluralism (which in turn ǁĂƐŝŶĨůƵĞŶƚŝĂůŽŶ ‘EĞǁ>ĞĨƚ ?ƉŽůŝƚŝĐĂůĂŶĚƐŽĐŝŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƚŚĞŽƌŝƐƚƐ ? and 
ƚŚĞ  ‘EĞǁ ZŝŐŚƚ ? ?  WůƵƌĂůŝƐŵ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŝƚŝĐŝƐŵ ƚŚĂƚ ŶŽƚĞǀĞƌǇŽŶĞ ĂďŝĚĞƐ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞ
norms and values in society as a whole.  They argued that there were many differing groups 
within society (or subcultures) which had there own set of norms and values.  Having said 
this, they argued that there were overriding essential moral frameworks and boundaries like 
an umbrella encompassing all the groups within society (e.g. The American dream, swearing 
allegiance to the president etc.).  This way of thinking became very popular with Democrat 
politicians in America (such as Bill Clinton) and recently British politicians (such as Tony Blair), 
e.g. Native-Americans, Afro-Americans, Italian-AmeriĐĂŶƐ ? Ɛƚŝůů Ăůů ďĞŝŶŐ  ‘ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ? ?
Pluralists therefore are very similar to functionalists in seeing a positive functioning and 
consensual society, yet reduce the importance of seeing society as having a single value 
consensus concerning all aspects of lifĞ ?  dŚĞ  ‘EĞǁ ZŝŐŚƚ ? ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŽƚŚĞƌ ŚĂŶĚ ƌĞũĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ
rigorous attachment to scientific method and became openly political.  Rather than 
concentrating on the positive functions of institutions, they often concentrate on the 
negative dysfunctions of institutions.  Although they believe in individual responsibility, they 
believe like functionalists that a strong consensual community can help build a functional 
society and continue to use many functionalist concepts within their theories.  Functionalism, 
PluralisŵĂŶĚdŚĞEĞǁZŝŐŚƚĂƌĞƚŚƵƐŬŶŽǁŶǁŝƚŚŝŶ^ŽĐŝŽůŽŐǇĂƐƚŚĞ ‘ŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐƚŚĞŽƌŝĞƐ ? ?ĂƐ





I would like you to apply the theories of the above functionalists to the social institution of 
 ‘EŝŐŚƚůƵďƐ ? ?DĂŬĞĂůŝƐƚŽĨƚŚĞĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĚǇƐĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƐĞŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞŽŶ
individuals and wider society.  Are these institutions functional or dysfunctional as a whole? 
 
Revision questions: What is meant by the following terms? 
 
1. The Enlightenment 
2. A Structural Theory 
3. The Organic Analogy 
4. The Collective Consciousness 
5. Social Facts 
6. Anomie 
7. The Value Consensus 
8. Equilibrium 
9. Functional Prerequisites 
10. Dysfunction 
 
Who originated the following terms and concepts? 
 
1. Sociology 
2. Fatalistic Suicide 
3. Structural Functionalism 
 
Can you think of any examples of how these theories can be applied? 
 
tŚĂƚĐƌŝƚŝĐŝƐŵƐĐĂŶďĞŵĂĚĞŽĨ&ƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůŝƐŵĂŶĚ ‘ŽŶƐĞŶƐƵƐ ?ƚŚĞŽƌŝĞƐ? 
